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IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re Application of: 

Kerker, et al 

Serial No. 09/714,774 

Filing Date: November 16, 2000 

For SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR 
MANAGING RECURRING 
ORDERS IN A COMPUTER 
NETWORK 

INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

On February 4, 2003 an in-person interview was conducted. Participating in 
the interview were James L. Katz, attorney for applicants, Marc Filigenzi, Alticor in- 
house counsel, and Primary Examiner Francis Bartuska. 

During the interview, the following points were discussed: 

I. Mr. Katz and Mr. Filigenzi presented an overview of Quixtar's Ditto 
Delivery system; 

II. Mr. Katz and Mr. Filigenzi presented an overview of Applicants 5 
amended claims; 

III. Mr. Katz and Mr. Filigenzi next discussed the cited Slotznick reference, 
specifically pointing out the limitations of Applicants' amended claims 
that are not disclosed; 

IV. Primary Examiner Bartuska agreed that the Slotznick reference does 
not disclose the limitations of Applicants' amended claims; 

V. Mr. Katz and Mr. Filigenzi further pointed out, and Primary Examiner 
Bartuska agreed, that the amended claims were similar in subject matter 
to the previous claims and that no new searches would be necessary. 
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